
 

 

  

 

 

 

         

 

Architectural Review Board 

City Council Chamber, Fourth Floor 

Noel C. Taylor Municipal Building 

  

November 13, 2014 

5:00 p.m. 

   

AGENDA 

 

 I.     Call to Order. 

  
Welcome to the November meeting of the City of Roanoke Architectural 
Review Board.   
 
The Board has adopted the use of a consent agenda. All matters listed 
under the consent agenda are considered to be complete and thorough by 
the members of the Architectural Review Board and will be enacted by one 
motion.  There will be no separate discussion of the items.  If discussion is 
desired, the consent item will be removed from the consent agenda and 
considered separately.  Once the consent agenda is approved, consent 
agenda applicants may leave if so desired.   

 
Each application on the regular agenda will be heard separately and in the 
order in which it appears. If you wish to be heard on a particular matter, 
please register with the staff assistant prior to commencement of the 
Board meeting. 

 
When the public comment portion of the application has started, please 
wait to be recognized in turn and then approach the podium so that the 
Board's Secretary may record the proceedings accurately. 

  
II.      Consent Agenda 

  
C1.  Approval of October 9, 2014 Minutes and Administrative Approvals 

 
III. Old Business 

None 
 
 

PLANNING BUILDING AND DEVELOPMENT 
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IV. New Business  
 

A. Request from Mr. John Ferguson to remove three aluminum single 
hung windows (one within the front porch and two on the second 
floor), replace them with three new wood windows to match the 
existing, re-install and re-furbish existing third floor, diamond 
shaped sash window, found in the attic at 732 13th Street, S.W. 

 
B. Request from Mr. Gary Garst to replace the existing slate roof with 

laminated shingles due to a fire-damage to a part of the roof 
structure of the existing two-story house. Repair and replace 
damaged roof rafters, extend the roof over the existing garage and 
replace porch shingles with in-kind material at 1401 2nd Street, 
S.W. 

 
C. Request from Mr. Ricky T. Mitchell, represented by Mr. W. R. 

Gibbs, Harvest General Contractor, to replace the existing 
windows throughout the existing single family home with new 
wooden windows matching existing at 436 Walnut Avenue, S.W. 

 
D.  Request from Community Housing Partners, represented by Mr. 

Michael George, to replace the front entry door with a window, 
replace existing wood handrail with a painted wood handrail, repair 
of front porch with in-kind tongue & groove pine, repair existing 
vinyl siding, replace existing aluminum corner trims with paintable 
material, replace the existing rear lattice handrail with a painted 
wood handrail, repair and paint all but one existing windows, and 
reduce the height of the kitchen window in the rear of the structure 
at 630 Day Avenue, S.W. 

 
E. Request from Mr. David Workman to replace the entire front porch 

tongue & groove wood decking with a composite material at 609 
Allison Avenue S.W. 

 
F. Request to revise a previously approved COA 140053 to include 

an alternative 2nd floor metal balcony spindles design facing Kirk 
Avenue at 301 Market Street, S.E.  

 
V. Other Business 

 
A. Request for a conceptual review on alteration of the existing wall 

signs and installing exterior wall mounted light fixtures at 1 Market 
Square, S.E. 
 

B. Vote on a new ARB Agent, Mr. Parviz Moosavi  
 

Efforts will be made to provide accommodations, based on individual needs, for qualified individuals with 

disabilities, provided that reasonable advance notification has been received. 



CITY OF ROANOKE ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 
October 9, 2014 

 
 

MINUTES 

The regular meeting of the Board was held on Thursday, October 9, 2014.  The meeting 

was called to order at 5 p.m., by Derek Cundiff, Chair.  Mr. Cundiff read the rules of 

procedure.  Attendance was as follows: 

Members Present: Barbara Botkin 
    Katherine Coffield 
    Derek Cundiff       

    John Fulton  
 
Members Absent:  Mary Dykstra 

 
 Others Present: Candace Martin, Secretary 

Frederick Gusler, Senior Planner  
 Steve Talevi, Assistant City Attorney 

           
The following items were considered: 

1. Resolution of ARB member Warner Dalhouse. 
 

2. Consent Agenda 
 
C1.  Approval of September 11, 2014 Minutes and Administrative Approvals.  

C2. Request from Ian Cole Holdings, LLC, represented by Valley Construction, 

to change gable roof to hip roof at 425 Elm Avenue, S.W. 

C3. Request from Art & Iron to recover awnings of existing framework on 

Salem Avenue (no graphics or text) and Market Street (text and logo) at 

108 Market Street, S.E. 

Ms. Botkin made a motion to approve the consent agenda. 
 
Mr. Fulton seconded the motion and the consent agenda was approved by a roll call 
vote of 4-0, as follows:  
 
Mr. Fulton-yes 
Ms. Botkin-yes 
Ms. Coffield-yes 
Mr. Cundiff-yes 
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3. Request from Barbara Widner to install a handrail from the City sidewalk to  
existing front porch handrail at 535 Day Avenue, S.W. 
 

Ms. Widener said she wanted to put a rail from the City sidewalk to her house. 

Mr. Cundiff asked if the rail was existing and if she was looking to replace the rail. 

Ms. Widener said it was put up by a neighbor when she came home from the rehab 

center and it had been great because she needed something to hold onto. She said you 

could not see the rail coming up the street but when they trimmed the shrubbery you 

may be able to see it.  

Mr. Cundiff asked for public comments and there were none.  He asked for staff 

comments. 

Mr. Gusler said he worked with the applicant’s neighbor, Mark Hostetter, and he put in 

the rail.  He said Mr. Hostetter indicated that if he put something in that the ARB didn’t 

approve he could take it out.  He said staff was comfortable with the rail as long as it 

was painted black.  

Ms. Widener said she had the paint but hasn’t been able to paint it yet.  

Mr. Cundiff asked if she was amendable to painting the rail black. 

Ms. Widener said yes.  

Ms. Coffield  made a motion to approve the consent agenda. 
 
Mr. Fulton seconded the motion and the consent agenda was approved by a roll call 
vote of 4-0, as follows:  
 
Mr. Fulton-yes 
Ms. Botkin-yes 
Ms. Coffield-yes 
Mr. Cundiff-yes 
 
4. Request from Levan Properties, LLC, to remove brick veneer from existing 

opening of former glass storefront and install wood frame and glass storefront, 

install antique wood door in recessed opening with antique brass hardware, and 

paint framing, knee wall panels, existing windows and door and brick front 

elevation at 609 5th Street, S.W. 
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Mr. Michael Levan said he had the property for about 15 years and at one time it was a 

barber shop.  He said it was a nice big room and columns and wanted to use the space.   

Mr. Cundiff asked for public comments. 

Ms. Joel Richert, 415 Allison Avenue, SW, said she would like the applicant to wait a 

month so she could get into the Virginia room at the library and get a picture of the 1st 

floor.  She said it showed a covered area down to the street and above was a porch.  

She said it was once occupied as a residence. She said the bottom was a store and 

was very popular.   She said it would enhance the building to keep awning more dated. 

She said it should be made as authentic as possible because it was a significant 

building on the street. She said a more antiquated look would be better rather than the 

sheer.  

Mr. Cundiff said the awning drawing came in after the package was sent out therefore 

they were not on the current application.  He said if they chose to have awnings they 

would have to come back to the Board because there was a city template for awnings. 

Mr. Gusler said the template was in the guidelines.  

Mr. Cundiff asked for staff comments. 

Mr. Gusler said at the time of report we had not received applicant’s conceptual drawing 

and it was a vast improvement over the current condition.  He said staff supported the 

storefront but not recommend approval for the Keystone arches and awnings.   He said 

the current awning style was not consistent and wanted the applicant to come back with 

a more specific design for the awning when there was a tenant for the building.  He said 

he would suggest waiting on the awning portion.   He said staff recommended approval 

of the storefront section itself.  

Mr. Cundiff asked for Board comments. 

Mr. Talevi said in the hand drawn plans, the window on left looked to have been leveled 

and does not appear that way in the photograph.  

Ms. Coffield said that was a google earth thing.  

Mr. Cundiff said the picture in the package showed the window straight across and 

there was a typo in the image. 

Ms. Botkin said the application stated to install wood door in recessed opening. She 

asked where the opening was.  
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Mr. Levan said it was not in the drawing.  He said other properties had recessed 

openings but it was up to the Board.  He said he would follow the Board’s 

recommendation. 

Ms. Botkin said the intent was to have the main entrance door recessed.  

Mr. Levan said it was recessed before.  

Mr. Fulton said there should be a mark on the floor representing the recessed opening. 

Mr. Levan said the door was located where it was currently but recessed.  

Mr. Cundiff said the door in the storefront would be setback back a couple feet and 

glass on the side.  He said the application did not match the elevation drawing.   He said 

the only thing in the application was take the brick off and put the storefront back in the 

way it appeared it was.  He said the door to the right would stay as was and repaint the 

exterior.  

Mr. Levan said yes. He said the Draftsman embellished the drawing with the keystones 

and arches.  

Mr. Cundiff said when he came back with the awnings to take a look at historical 

evidence that showed the awning straight across the whole front.   He said since the 

awning was not on there, go to Virginia room and do some research. He said the 

application did not include the awning but did allow for paint on front of the building.  

Ms. Coffield asked if the wood framing would look like the drawing.  

Mr. Fulton said it would be masonry and oak framing to build the plates on both sides 

and above.  

Mr. Cundiff asked if there was any evidence whether it was brick or panels originally. 

Mr. Levan said no.     

Ms. Botkin made a motion to approve the application. 

Mr. Fulton seconded the motion and the application was approved by a roll call vote of 
4-0, as follows:  
 
Mr. Fulton-yes 
Ms. Botkin-yes 
Ms. Coffield-yes 
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Mr. Cundiff-yes 
 

5. Request from Robert Scrimshaw, represented by Calico Enterprises, LLC, to  
demolish one chimney on left side of gable roof at 355 Elm Avenue, S.W. 

 
Mr. Robert Eanes, Calico Enterprises, LLC, said the picture told the story.  He said it 

was in very bad shape and the attic had been leaking for many years. He said the 

framing was rotted out from water damage and there were gobs of caulk that showed 

many attempted repairs.  He said they had packed the grout joints with various items 

over the years.  He said the chimney served no purpose to the house. He said there 

was another chimney that exhausted the water heater.  He said he tried to limit the 

penetrations through house when it served no purpose. He said they were requesting to 

take it down.  

Mr. Cundiff asked for public comments and there were none.  He asked for staff 

comments. 

Mr. Gusler said staff acknowledged the condition of the chimney and supported the 

request to remove it.   He said the value to repair was 10,000 plus dollars.  He said they 

did not discuss what treatment would be applied after chimney removal. 

Mr. Coffield said she had the same question.  She asked what treatment would be after 

the chimney was removed.   

Mr. Eanes said it would be covered with matching roof shingles to match existing roof.   

Mr. Cundiff said the biggest challenge was applying guidelines equally across the 

neighborhood. He said the Board had to evaluate the conditions across the board. He 

said typically when a chimney was in poor condition on the side or rear, they allowed it 

to come down and roof over. He said if it was on a prominent elevation, the Board 

asked that it be reconstructed and this was prominent as far as the roof line.   

Mr. Eanes said the angle of the photo was standing in the law office parking lot and 

from the sidewalk you could not see it.  

Mr. Cundiff said he rode by the house and it took a few times before he could see the 

chimney. He said the road went down as you came from Franklin Road.  

Ms. Botkin said it was a prominent elevation and was character defining.  

Mr. Eanes said the effort it took to make it water tight and pleasing to look at was a lot of 

work. He said he wanted to seal it off and try to make it look as nice as possible.  



Architectural Review Board Minutes 
October 9, 2014 
Page 6 

 

Mr. Fulton said he liked the ornamentation of the chimney. He said he would like try to 

figure out a way to seal it and rebuild the brick.  

Ms. Coffield said it was an important feature for a small house. 

Mr. Cundiff said the Board could vote on the application or withdraw and do more 

research for alternatives to rebuild the chimney 

Mr. Eanes said if it could not come down, he would repair it.  

Mr. Cundiff  asked Mr. Eanes if he wanted to withdraw the application and repair the 

chinmney.  

Mr. Eanes said he wanted to withdraw the application.  

Mr. Gusler said repairing the chimney would be an in-kind.  

6. Request from Robert Scrimshaw, represented by Calico Enterprises, LLC, to 

remove sliding glass door, side lite/transom and storm window to right in rear of 

house and patch with siding, install original rear door, replace window on right of 

rear façade with PlyGem sash window to match height of double windows on left 

side of sliding glass door at 355 Elm Avenue, S.W. 

Mr. Eanes said somebody chopped up the house.  He said the porch was enclosed at 

one time and installed pieces of glass and the right of the slider door was a storm 

window.  He said he wanted to pull out the slider door and windows around the slider, 

install the back door and remove siding from the interior to the left and right.  

Mr. Fulton asked if he was proposing to change the red window in the drawing. 

Mr. Eanes said yes but was changing the size of the window to match the left side.  He 

said the window was in a bedroom and he was using a Plygem window.  He said he 

would bring the window 24 inches off the floor and it would match all the other windows.  

Mr. Cundiff asked for public comments and there were none.  He asked for staff 

comments.  

Mr. Gusler said staff supported the request of the siding, infill siding and taking out the 

storm window.  He said staff did not support the replacement of window to the right 

because there was not significant damage to the window and it could be repaired or 

stripped and painted. He said the two-by-two windows were on every side of the house. 

He there were other ways to get around the safety issues.  
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Mr. Eanes said the proposed window was a two-over-two, would be the same style and 

would be a wood window with the trim and width maintained.  He said current code did 

not allow a window that close to the floor. He said he wanted to raise the window to the 

same height.  

Mr. Cundiff said he did not have an issue with it.  

Mr. Eanes said before the addition you could see inside the house where it was moved 

ten feet.  

Mr. Cundiff said it made the rear elevation look better.  

Mr. Eanes said the larger windows on the house were two-over-two.  

Mr. Cundiff said the smaller window was not a showstopper. 

Ms. Botkin said she agreed with Mr. Gusler as far as the guidelines state that typically, 

they did not allow modification of the windows and that it could be repaired.   

Ms. Fulton made a motion to approve the application. 

Ms. Coffield seconded the motion and the application was approved by a roll call vote of 

4-0, as follows:  

Mr. Fulton-yes 
Ms. Botkin-yes 
Ms. Coffield-yes 
Mr. Cundiff-yes 
 

7. Request from 611 Jefferson, LLC, represented by Michelle Rose, to install one 

building mounted sign and one window sign to reflect new business name at 611 

Jefferson Street, S.W. 

Ms. Scalzo said they were removing existing first and sixth signage and replacing it  

with Henry’s Public House sign which was moving in.  

Mr. Cundiff said she was proposing a 40”x72” sign.  

Ms. Scalzo said that was correct.  

Mr. Cundiff asked for public comments and there were none.  He asked for staff 

comments. 
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Mr. Gusler said the sign met the guidelines but seemed large in proportion to the area it 

occupied and asked that it be reduced by 10%. 

Mr. Cundiff asked what the reasoning was behind the 10%. 

Mr. Gusler said it was not a big deal but the guidelines talked about the sign in 

proportion to the wall space.  He said by reducing the sign it would still stand out but 

would not occupy so much of the wall.  

Ms. Coffield asked if there was a light fixture. 

Ms. Scalzo said they may take off the light fixture and installing gooseneck lighting 

above the sign.  

Mr. Cundiff said the existing sign fit the space proportionally. He said there was nothing 

in the guidelines that would guide him about sign orientation.  He said it was ok the way 

it was presented.  He said he agreed with Ms. Coffield about the lights and gooseneck 

lights would be better.  

Ms. Coffield made a motion to approve the application. 

Mr. Fulton seconded the motion and the application was approved by a roll call vote of 

4-0, as follows:  

Mr. Fulton-yes 
Ms. Botkin-yes 
Ms. Coffield-yes 
Mr. Cundiff-yes 
 

There being no further business to come before the Board, the meeting was adjourned 

at 6:00 p.m. 

             

     Respectfully submitted:  

       

             

     Candace Martin, Secretary  



Administrative Approval Report
October, 2014

 


Applicant Authorized Agent Site Address Requested Work Date Approved
Oliver's Twist Barbara Winfield 814 5th St, SW replacing an existing sign reflecting new business 10/01/2014
Taubman Museum of Art 110 Salem Ave, SE installation of permanent signage hardware at the entrance of the museum 10/01/2014
William Parsons Elizabeth Parsons 1509 4th St, SW roof replacement with architectural shingles 10/06/2014
Elaine Ward Rebuilding Together 47 Patton Ave, NW construction of an accessible ramp in rear of property 10/06/2014

Carilion Roanoke Hospital F&S Building 719 Albemarle Ave, SW

Repair damage to front porch. Repair hidden gutter to original state. Repair header system to 
match neighboring properties (13, 15). Repair damaged columns and restore. Repair 
damaged handrails and restore. 10/07/2014

John Ferguson 732 13th St, SW placing HVAC units on concrete slab in rear of property 10/07/2014
Ricky Mitchell Harvest GC 436 Walnut Ave, SW placing installation of HVAC units on right side of property 10/10/2014
Katharine Horn 1118 Campbell Ave, SW installation of 6’ privacy fence in rear of property 10/15/2014
DPC, Inc. 528 Marshall Ave, SW installation of 4’x4’ wooden stoop with stairs in rear of property 10/28/2014
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